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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-13 and 22-35 have been considered. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

5 A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 

1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued 
examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the 
finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's 
submission filed on 5/17/06 has been entered. 

10 

Specification 

The specification is objected to in accordance with the 35 U.S.C. 112 first paragraph enablement 
rejection. 



1 5 Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
20 and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out 

his invention. 



Claims 1-13 and 22-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
25 the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 

specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most 
nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

More specifically, the claims are directed to a method for preventing copying of video images 
(claim 1) and an apparatus for preventing copying of video images (claim 22) in which a plurality of 
30 colored light beams are projected on a screen concurrently with images. The prevention of copying video 
images appears to be accomplished by projecting colored light beams with the images at a certain time 
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so that the projected light beams are not visible to a viewer in a theatre but are visible when recorded on 
a recording device. As noted by Applicant for support of enablement (see Remarks submitted 1/9/06), 
the Specification teaches the following: "The period of time is selected such that the bars of colored light 
are not visible in the video screen images by a viewer, but are visible when recorded on a recording 
5 device" [0021]. However, neither the previous statement nor the remainder of Applicant's Specification 
conveys adequate detail for one of ordinary skill in the art to make and/or use the invention. 

Simply providing a general statement (such as the above) does not satisfy the enablement 
requirement for a unique copy prevention method any more than providing a statement such as "parts are 
combined in a particular manner" satisfies the enablement requirement for a method of constructing an 
10 airplane. Appropriate correction or specific reference to the Specification which obviates the above is 
required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
15 the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

20 

Claims 1-8,10,13,22-23,25, and 28-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Chaum, U.S. Patent No. 5,959,717. 



25 As per claims 1 and 22, the applicant describes a method for preventing copying of video images 

projected onto a screen comprising the following limitations which are met by Chaum: 

a) selecting a scanning sequence from a plurality of predetermined scanning sequences (Col 7, 
lines 31-64); 
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b) projecting a plurality of colored light beams onto the screen concurrently with the images, in 
accordance with the selected scanning sequence, for a finite period of time (Col 7, lines 31-64); 

c) repeating steps a) and b) at least one time (Col 7, lines 31-64). 

As per claims 2-5, the applicant describes the method of claim 1, which is met by Chaum, with 
the following limitation which is also met by Chaum: 

Wherein at least one of the scanning sequences in step a) includes scrolling the plurality of 
colored light beams (Col 8, lines 51-54). 

As per claim 6, the applicant describes the method of claim 1, which is met by Chaum, with the 
following limitation which is also met by Chaum: 

Wherein at least one of the scanning sequences in step a) includes flashing the plurality of 
colored light beams (Col 7, lines 31-64). 

As per claims 7,8, and 25, the applicant describes the method of claims 1 and 22, which are met 
by Chaum, with the following limitation which is also met by Chaum: 

Wherein the step c) is performed when a predetermined event occurs (Col 7, lines 31-64). 

As per claims 10 and 23, the applicant describes the method of claims 1 and 22, which are met 
by Chaum, with the following limitation which is also met by Chaum: 

Wherein the selecting step is performed randomly (Col 7, lines 55-58). 

As per claim 13, the applicant describes the method of claim 8, which is met by Chaum, with the 
following limitation which is also met by Chaum: 

Wherein the predetermined event includes at least one of a predetermined level of a known color, 
a known image, a known period of time, and a mark selectively placed in the images (Col 6, lines 59-63). 
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As per claim 28, the applicant describes the apparatus of claim 22, which is met by Chaum, with 
the following limitation which is also met by Chaum: 

Wherein the light source includes a plurality of light-emitting diodes, wherein at least two of the 
light-emitting diodes produce two different colors (Col 7, lines 31-64). 

5 

As per claims 29-30 and 32-34, the applicant describes the method of claims 1 and 22, which are 
met by Chaum, with the following limitation which is also met by Chaum: 

Wherein the plurality of colored light beams includes a first light beam having a first color, a 
second light beam having a second color, and a third light beam having a third color, wherein the first, 
10 second, and third colors are all different from each other, and wherein none of the light beams overlap 
with each other (Col 7, line 31 to Col 8, line 56). 



As per claims 31 and 35, the applicant describes the method of claims 2 and 22, which are met 
by Chaum, with the following limitation which is also met by Chaum: 
15 Wherein the at least one scanning sequence comprises scrolling separate red, green, and blue 

color bars scanning across the screen (Col 7, line 31 to Col 8, line 56). 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

20 rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
25 subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 

was made. 



Claims 9,11-12, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chaum 
in view of Munich, U.S. Patent No. 5,182,771. 



30 
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As per claims 9,11-12, and 24, the applicant describes the method of claims 8,1, and 22, which 
are met by Chaum, with the following limitation which is met by Munich: 

Wherein the predetermined event includes an aspect of the content in the image, the content of 
the image determining when a mark is to be placed in the images (Munich: Col 11, lines 3-15; Col 12, 
5 lines 60-68); 

Chaum discloses all the limitations of claims 8 and 22. However, Chaum does not disclose that 
image content can be used to determine when a mark or alert is to be placed in the images. Munich 
discloses a similar copy protection system in which image content such as scene changes are used to 
trigger a security event. It would have been obvious to one or ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
10 invention was filed to combine the ideas of Munich with those of Chaum because presenting an alert at 
notable times during a movie, such as scene changes, is another way to annoy a user of an illegally 
copied movie. 

Claims 26-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chaum in view of 
15 Mead, U.S. Patent No. 5,680,454. 

As per claims 26-27, the applicant describes the apparatus of claim 22, which is met by Chaum, 
with the following limitation which is met by Mead: 

Wherein the processor further causes the light source to project the colored light beams onto the 
20 screen in accordance with a randomly selected scanning rate, for a finite period of time (Mead: Col 1, line 
44 to Col 2, line 6). 

Chaum discloses all the limitations of claim 22. However, Chaum does not disclose the idea of 
modifying the scanning rate. Mead discloses a similar copy prevention system in which the scanning rate 
is randomly altered. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
25 was filed to combine the ideas of Mead with those of Chaum for at least the following two reasons: first 
modifying the scanning rate prevents a further means to annoy a user watching an illegally copied movie 
(for example, the alert may flicker) and second randomly modifying the scanning rate makes it more 
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difficult for a person making an unauthorized copy of a movie to "break" the system and make a viewable 
copy of the movie. 

Response to Arguments 

5 Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 5/17/06, with respect to the 103(a) rejection of Chaum 

in view of Epstein have been fully considered and are persuasive. Applicant has invoked the 103(c) 
exclusion principle. Accordingly, the rejection of claims 9,1 1-12, and 24 under Chaum in view of Epstein 
has been withdrawn. 

10 Applicant's arguments with respect to the 102(b) rejection of claim 1 under Chaum have been 

fully considered, but they are not persuasive. More specifically, Applicant presents the following 
arguments: 

1) Chaum teaches that a video projector (12) only projects a single multicolored beam, not a 
plurality of beams 

15 2) no teaching of a plurality of predetermined scanning sequences 

Examiner respectfully, but most strenuously, disagrees with the above. Regarding 1), Examiner 
respectfully submits that it was never indicated that the only source for a plurality of colored light beams 
onto the screen is the video projector (12). Thus, even if true, Applicant's allegation would not properly 

20 overcome the rejection. 

Assuming arguendo that the video projector (12) were the only source for colored light beams, 
Applicant's allegation that the video projector (12) only projects a single multicolored beam, not a plurality 
of beams amounts to inherently flawed reasoning. The "single" multicolored beam Applicant refers to is 
not a "single" beam but rather a projection which incorporates different light beams. A standard color 

25 projection would include red beams, green beams, and blue beams of light. When the beams are 
projected onto the screen properly, an appropriate representation is presented onto the screen. 
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Regarding 2, Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 1 (b) because they amount to 
a general allegation that the claims define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out how 
the language of the claims patentably distinguishes them from the references. 

Applicant's arguments with respect to the 102(b) rejection of claims 23,25, and 28 under Chaum 
fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 1 (b) because they amount to a general allegation that the claims define a 
patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably 
distinguishes them from the references. 

Regarding the 103(a) rejection of claims 9,11-12, and 24 under Chaum in view of Munich, 
Applicant traverses on the grounds that no motivation was provided. Examiner notes that motivation was 
provided (see action mailed 2/17/06, page 5 lines 19-22). 

Regarding the 103(a) rejection of claims 26-27 under Chaum in view of Mead, Applicant traverses 
on the grounds that no motivation was provided. Examiner notes that motivation was provided (see 
action mailed 2/17/06, page 7 line 2). 

Conclusion 

This action is made non-final. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Kevin Schubert whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-4239. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Emmanuel Moise can be reached on (571 ) 272-3865. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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